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Response to Comment Letter I8

Rex Werking
January 20, 2014

The County of San Diego (County) agrees that the
Proposed Project has the potential for substantial
adverse impacts affecting residents, wildlife, and the
environment. These issues are discussed throughout the
Draft Program Environmental Impact Report (DPEIR).

The County has found that the Proposed Project would
have a less than significant effect on water supply.
These issues were discussed in Sections 3.1.9.3
(Water) and 3.1.5.3.4 (Groundwater Resources) of the
DPEIR. See also common response WRL1.

The County has found that the Proposed Project would
have a less than significant effect related to hazards,
including fire danger (DPEIR Section 3.1.4.). The
commenter’s reference to high winds and fog are
vague, such that a specific response cannot be provided.

Regarding soil erosion, glare, noise and traffic, the
County has considered and appreciates this comment.
This commenter did not identify an issue with the
environment related to these subject areas. The
analysis in the DPEIR would not require further
evaluation based on this comment. Soil erosion, glare,
noise and traffic were considered and addressed in the
DPEIR. Please see Sections 3.1.5, 2.1, 2.6 and 3.1.8.
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The commenter’s preference for an alternative location
for the Proposed Project is acknowledged and will be
included in the Final Program Environmental Impact
Report for review and consideration by the decision
makers. Please refer to Common Response ALT1.
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